This research also illustrates the role of the Omani government in enforcing these treaties by pursuing and bringing to court all those who were found guilty practicing this trade. One of the main subjects discussed during the period of study is the number of ships involved in this activity, the number of slaved carried by these ships and the legal measures taken against the owners of these ships. Both British and Omanis worked together to find effective ways and means to stop this trade. Finally this study depended on a number of British documents both published and unpublished as well as other European sources.
Since there was no strong local authority to watch the activities in slavery, the British adopted the policy of on their own responsibility. However, activities on this issue required the continual of British men-of-war along the Coasts of Arabia and the Persian coast as well. 4 Oman had become a partner with the British in the continuing commitment to the suppression of the traffic in the area, and was encouraged by them to induce its subjects to refrain from this illegal trade. On 10th
September 1822, the Imam of Muscat, Sayyid Said b. Sultan, entered into a formal engagement for a definite abolition of the slave-trade, between the dominions of His Highness and Christian countries, which was considered as a great step towards an understanding between Oman and Great Britain about the suppression of the trade. 5 Hereby the treaty of commerce between Her Majesty the Queen and His Highness the Sayyid of Oman which had been concluded on 31st May 1839 had attached to it three additional Articles regarding the abolition of the foreign slave-trade. 6 In this engagement the Imam submitted his acceptance of the Articles of the above mentioned Treaty which had been signed at Zanzibar, by him and the British representative Captain Moresby.
In fact a strong anti-slavery campaign had been conducted in England since the end of the eighteenth century, when action against this matter was largely supported by the British people, who then wanted to impose prohibition upon the rest of the world. By the year 1807, a law had been passed by the British Parliament East, 1900 -1921 1982, pp. 32-33; see also Philby, H., Arabian Jubilee. London; 1952. p. 165. 5 Tuson, P. & Quick, E.; (eds.) Arabian Treaties 1600-1960. vol. iii, Oman and Yemen, London; 1992. pp. 46-47. 6 Ibid. p. 47.
prohibiting the slave-trade and making it illegal for any vessel to collect slaves from a port in the British dominions after 1st May 1807. 7 In 1811, the traffic in slavery was announced to be a crime whose punishment would be transportation; the prohibition of the trade with British subjects had recently been violated, when slave traders succeeded in delivering one of three consignments to Arabia. This fact induced the British Government to consider this trade as a crime, and to produce this new law of 1811.
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The additional Articles of the 1839 Treaty authorized British Government cruisers to search and detain any suspect vessel belonging to the Imam's subjects, from Cape Delgado on the East African Coast to the Persian Gulf. 9 If any such vessel was found to be involved in this trade British cruisers would be obliged to capture it and confiscate its cargo. In accordance with this understanding, the British Government held the Imam to be engaged under their policy and took it for granted that it would produce a major effect in preventing piracy and the slave-trade in the Imam's dominions. They also considered this action as a suitable one for maintaining control over the traffic in the Persian Gulf and Oman simultaneously. Meanwhile the British Government had found itself in a position in which it could watch over the peace of the Gulf and ensure at all times the observance of the treaties in the region, the main objective for the British being to prevent the people of the area from being involved in the traffic, and warning them against neglecting or infringing its provisions.
The Imam of Muscat was the one who could participate with the British against this matter, as he was the only one who had a powerful influence to deal with the progressive increase of the traffic. At the same time he was the authority whose dominions were always considered as one of the main nation involved in this problem.
Accordingly the British Government confirmed his orts to co-operate with them, and his successors thereafter. In 
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The agreement concluded with four Articles concentrated upon further engagements to prohibit, under the severest punishment, the export of slaves from the Sultan's African dominions, while he should take effective action to prevent the traffic practically. The importation of slaves from any of the Sayyid's dominions in Africa to his possessions in Asia should also be prohibited, and he should use the greatest possible influence with all the chiefs of Arabia, and the Persian Gulf, to halt the traffic in slavery in their territories, and to stop the introduction of slaves from Africa into their respective dominions. 12 7 Lorimer J. G., Gazetteer of the Persian Gulf; Oman and Central Arabia. Calcutta, 1915 . Vol. i. p. 2475 . See also Records of Oman. vol. vi, pp. 298-299. 8 Lorimer, 1915 , vol. I, p. 2475 R. O. vol. vi, p. 299 Aitchison, 1983 , vol. xi, p. 300. See also R. O. vol. vi, p. 338. 12 Tuson & Quick, 1992 Aitchison, 1983, vol. xi, p. 300 . See also Lorimer vol. i. p. 2477 The treaty of 1845 came into effect on 1st of January 1847, and as a result from then onwards the Sultan agreed to allow the Royal Navy to watch, capture, and confiscate any Omani dhow found involved in this criminal trade. 13 At this stage the sultan of Oman showed his desire to co-operate on vigorously with the British to build a gradual obstacle in the way of this crime. He had come to the conclusion that under this engagement, with the threat of the severest punishment, the export of slaves from Africa would be prevented.
On 15th September 1848, an Act was carried into effect for an Agreement between the British Government and the Government of Oman to bring more influential action, upon those who were still dealing in slavery and to promote effective suppression of the slave trade as a whole. 14 Although the added pressure upon the trade brought undisputed British action against the tragic in the Sultan's dominions, and the slavers became exposed to search, confiscation, and detention by the Royal Navy, the activities of the traders had remained successful.
The Treaty of 1848 further engaged the Sultan of Muscat to prohibit the importation of slaves from any part of Africa into his territories in Asia, and authorized the British Navy to take sufficient action in accordance with its terms to catch core slave vessels at sea. The Agreement also gave great power to the commanders of H.M.
ships to stop and board any vessel belonging to the Sultan of Muscat's subjects, within certain limits, suspected of being involved in this traffic. This engagement was an additional step which enabled the British Government to increase their pressure on the trade and to be assured through the activities of the Royal Navy of supporting the authorities in Oman against any infringement against these Treaties. Officially these agreements had now confirmed the position of absolute prohibition of the slave-trade, and abolished the open slave markets in these territories.
The Slave-Trade and British Remarks in the 1860s

British Attempts at Control
Despite the campaign against the East African slave-trade and the Sultan of Muscat's efforts in that regard, the traffic continued on the seas between the East African Coast and Oman, not only by Arabs, but also by British 13 Aitchison, 1983 , vol. xi, p. 301. 14 Tuson & Quick, 1992 ; See also , vol. I, p. 2478 . 15 Tuson & Quick, 1992 , vol. iii, p. 85. Lorimes, 1915 , vol. i, p. 2478 . 16 Tuson & Quick, 1992 In fact the Indian native traders had already received the prohibition of the British consul at Zanzibar against the holding of slaves, when he started to imprison the slave-traders and to free the slaves held by the Banians (British Indian Natives). 19 This step which had been carried out by the Agent at Zanzibar was disputed by his successor, and when the question was submitted to the Government of Bombay, it was clarified that those subjects of Native States who might declare themselves to be under the authority of the Sultan should not be interfered with. Some of the traders took advantage of this, and began to buy and sell slaves. 20 Although the Indian traders had been pressured not to be involved in the traffic, it continued among them and some Arabs for the time being. The British Government concentrated on enforcing preventive measures against this trade, to complete their action on the suppression, which certainly was not achieved at once; the traders' dhows from
Oman and Arabia seemed unlikely to be removed from these coasts in the short term.
Possibly the largest capture of slaves in 1859 was the seizure of a dhow from Mukalla on the coast of Arabia with 44 slave boys on board, whose master was forced to sail to Lamu on the Kenyan coast, one of the ports within the Sultan of Zanzibar's dominions. The slaves were brought to the town to be liberated, and the Nokhada (the dhow's master) was imprisoned in its fort. 21 Following this incident the Sultan of Zanzibar was ordered to explain clearly that under no circumstances could a slave be shipped on board any Baghlah (kind of Arab boat), no matter where bound, unless this boat belonged to a port in the Zanzibar dominions. The Sultan also summoned all the slave brokers and strictly forbade them to sell a slave to any stranger or any other person whatsoever, unless they knew him to be a subject of Zanzibar. This was generally proclaimed throughout the town of Bamba, and it was also announced at the same time that any of the Sultan's subjects found carrying a slave to any port of the coast of Africa would be arrested and be brought for trial.
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Meanwhile the Sultan had bound himself to watch for the export of slaves from his territories to Muscat, and any boarding of slaves on any Arab Baghlah. The importation of African slaves by sea to Muscat dominions was now officially prohibited, but the legal position was being ignored, and the slave-trade from Africa to the coasts of Arabia and the Persian Gulf unfortunately continued their activity in vessels belonging to subjects of those areas, under the Turkish and French flags, which was contrary to the laws of the Shaikhs of the Trucial Coast, but Saldanha, 1906, pp. 110-111; Lorimer, , vol. i, pp. 2484 Lorimer, -2485 same time Muscat was also accused of being an extensive re-export center for the trade in slaves to some ports in had a good effect. The trade was illegal and contrary to the treaties signed by the British with the region's authorities, and should be considered as a social disaster and a humiliation by those who were still dealing with it. 28 Despite this the trade was now struggling to find a free market, though the marketing of human beings was entirely against the wishes of the British and their partners in Oman who strongly confirmed its prohibition. There had always been great concern about the traffic's progress, and though a considerable number of slaves were yearly imported from East Africa they were not always taken to Muscat or to any of its territories, but to different places in the Gulf, and then were transferred to further destinations such as Basra, the Turkish dominions, and even to India.
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During the years following the appointment of Lt Col. Rigby as the Agent in Zanzibar, the traffic notably increased. He was at full liberty to direct all his activities towards the suppression of the slave traffic in East Africa. 30 However, it was presumably not an easy task to achieve completely, nor to stop a long established custom. Apparently the British ships which sometimes succeeded in seizing slaves on board dhows as they set sail faced a very difficult task. The British authorities' views on the suppression of the traffic reflected their anger and anxiety as they were dealing with only a small part of this illegal trade.
Intensified British Efforts in the Matter
During the early 1860s, the British Political Agent at Zanzibar confirmed to both the Foreign Office and the 37 However agreement in these areas to solve the problem presented great difficulty, but Muscat and Zanzibar were both in a position in which they could not refuse a British request for the greater co-operation which seemed necessary to abolish this practice.
In accordance with this, the India Office wrote to the Sultan of Muscat, SayyidThuwaini, on 18th December 1863 with copies of the two treaties concluded by Brigadier Coghlan with the Chiefs of MukallaSalih b.
Muhammed and Ali b. Najeeb, the Governor of Shihar. The British felt that it was necessary for them to inform the Sultan of Muscat and Zanzibar of the wishes of these Chiefs, which should be fulfilled.
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Captain P. Colomb, who had been appointed to command the British cruisers from 1862-70, declared that there were a number of dhows dealing with the transfer of slaves, each of which could carry from 100 to 150 slaves to the Arabian and the Persian Gulf Coasts. These dhows were usually mastered by Arabs, while their crew were mostly Africans who were not for sale and who managed their own funds and traveled freely with their
Nokhada. 39 In 1868, Captain Colomb was appointed to the command of H.M.S. Dryad and joined his cruiser at
Aden, which was one of the important ports involved in this activity. Thus British ships were now being seen cruising off the southern coast of Arabia for the first time. 40 From now onwards the Royal Navy carried on its intensive patrolling against the smuggling traffic conducted by sea by the Arabs, and five ships including the Dryad were searching the dhows carrying slaves from Africa to Asia. These operations succeeded in watching all along the southern shores of Arabia, to anticipate vessels heading for the Gulf of Oman. 41 However, the result of these activities was not entirely encouraging, as these ships were able to catch only 32 Arab dhows carrying a total of 1,117 slaves on board, whom they liberated immediately, while the number of slaves who were exported from East Africa to Arabia during the period from 1867 to 1869, exceeded 37,000, and only 2,645 were freed.
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The total effect of these measures was not encouraged yet, but the British determination to put an real end to this crime caused a significant troubles for the trade future and notable inconvenience among the traders.
The British Officer had come to the conclusion that the dhows were discharging their consignments further south along the Arabian coast, and he found that it would be a better plan for the Royal Navy to extend its 36 Saldanha, Precis of Naval Arrangements. p. 12. 37 Kelly, 1968, p. 615 However, Sur was considered the largest slave trading port in the Arabian Sea, which was confirmed by its activities during the following years.
New British Tactics Against the Traffic
The British took the matter more seriously after the year 1868. On 22nd January 1870 Commander Sir L. Channel, where they were joined by the Cossack and Bullfinch.
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Sir L. Heath also confirmed the general information on the success of that year's work, in which the Officers of the Squadron had shown great enthusiasm and energy to fulfill their job successfully. They had been able to board a number of dhows excess of 400, including which were boarded more than once. 48 Notwithstanding the fact that the number of slave trading vessels destroyed during the year was 32 less than that of 1868, which totaled 66, the number of liberated slaves was higher by about 20 persons than the 1,097 freed in 1868.
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The British officials were faced with some trouble regarding the traders who were residing in Muscat and its territories. These were numerous, and claiming to be British subjects, while the British Resident in the Gulf accused the Government of Muscat of being part of this problem as they did not recognize them as British and their nationality had not been resolved by the Government of Bombay. However, the nationality of these traders required careful and conciliatory decision, and after the settlement of this matter the Resident recommended the registration of the names of those who might be recognized as British subjects. that a large number of these people had been involved in the slave-trade activities, while their Government was considerably involved in the suppression of the trade. It was now ascertained that the British Consul had a right to be involved directly against any illegal action carried out by British subjects, who usually escaped lawful prosecution when they committed these activities beyond British jurisdiction.
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Early British Success in the Matter
By the year 1870, the British Government had become certain of their success in controlling the slave importation to Arabia. In the same year the Royal Navy made good progress by capturing seven dhows out of 40, near Ras-Hafun on the Somali Coast, which they held awaiting before setting sail from Zanzibar. 52 The major problem which faced the British in catching the vessels at sea was the flying of foreign flags by trading dhows, like the French colour which became popular for use by the traders.
The British however, concentrated their anti-slavery effort in the traffic area, and they did quite reasonable work to stop the traffic. The search for help from the local Arabs Governments, and the Government of Oman especially, was said to be practical by the authorities. Thus British interference with a long established social custom in Arab society seemed to be a very challenging task without the approval of public opinion to prohibit the traffic. Local people had been familiar with this traffic as an institution from the early 18th century, and with the use of African slaves. 53 Despite the British action on this matter, the trade continued in progress on a large scale, as did the export fro Zanzibar and Kilwa, the main ports from which the slaves were shipped in many different directions.
On 1st February 1870 J. Kirk, the British Political Agent and Consul at Zanzibar, reported that approximately 14,944 slaves were exported from Kilwa in the year 1869, and that slaves liberated from dhows had usually been sent in the late 1860s to Aden and Bombay. 54 The object of the British Government in being involved in these activities against the trade by adopting treaties with the Arab Governments was to avoid interference with domestic slave-trade in the dominions of those rulers, and to force local control of the issue.
Accordingly they wished the treaties with the Sultan of Muscat to be binding upon the Sultan of Zanzibar, who acknowledged these facts by issuing an order preventing the export of slaves from Africa, as well as their import from Africa into Asia, but he permitted the import of slaves between Kilwa and Zanzibar. As a result the British remained active in carrying out their measures to limit the shipment of slaves from the mainland to Sultan of Zanzibar's dominions.
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The British could not assume that the trade would be completely eradicated. The object of the Parliamentary Select Committee was to prohibit the traffic in slavery, and to produce a considerable obligation upon the Sultan of Zanzibar to suppress the trade in his sphere of influence or at least to limit it. They used all legitimate action to put an end to the slave trade without any interference in the interior affairs of Zanzibar. Sir T. passes for Lamu and then northwards, taking their chance of escaping the British search. Buxton, confirmed the British authorization of their ships' patrol on the East African Coast, which should by now have produced more effective action than they had before. 56 Recognized tactics were employed to avoid capture by the British cruisers on the East African Coast, and there was no need for more than deploying some vessels from the Royal Navy to watch the straits in these waters during the seasons of the trade which were dependent upon the monsoon. trade was chiefly in the hands of northern Arabs, whose object was to purchase if they could, but if they did not they usually kidnapped the slaves they might need, and then exported them to the Red Sea, Arabia, and the Persian Gulf. 57 The annual number of slaves shipped was difficult to confirm, but it was estimated that a number from 10,000 to 11,000 were still shipped for the slave markets in Arabia and some other ports in the Gulf. 58 Despite the involvement of the northern Arabs in this trade, it was true that their intention was to trade legally with East
Africa, but not in slaves. So undoubtedly they had generally been persuaded by the natives of East Africa who found the trade in this commodity more profitable to them. By this time the British were convinced that within the next few years the traffic in slavery could be brought under tighten control, and the people of Zanzibar had begun to realize that the British were right in their efforts to prohibit the entire trade between the Arabs and East Africa. 59 In consideration of this fact the British Government was seeking more co-operation between them and the countries whose subjects were involved in this matter. Formally there was no Vice-Admiralty Court in these waters, which could bring more action to bear on the traffic: it was not until 1871, that the Vice-Admiralty Courts were established at Aden, Zanzibar and Muscat. These Courts required that the crews of the captured dhows must be sent along with the vessel to the court in the port of adjudication.
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The jurisdiction of Muscat was confined to the case of dhows captured within the following area: the Gulf of Oman, the Persian Gulf, and to north of the Equator and east of the longitude of Cape Guardafui. Under these circumstances the dhows captured on the coast of Arabia, between the longitude of 55 degree and 60 degree should be taken either to the Muscat or Aden Court depending on the location of the seizure. 61 In accordance to these measures, the confirmed practice was that any captured vessels dealing in the slave trade would instantly be destroyed, depending on the opinion of the capturing Officer.
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Zanzibar was now obliged to be effective against this trade by various Parliamentary Acts and Orders in Council, which authorized the establishment of Courts of Jurisdiction. The British found that the extension of these regulations to the northern Arabs could be only achieved by the presence of the Royal Navy in East African seas, and at the Indian Ocean stations, which would certainly be sufficient to prohibit the passage of the traffic from Africa to Arabia. 63 In May 1871, Sultan Turki b. Said issued an anti-slavery proclamation which was considered to be one of the most advanced steps in combating the traffic in the country. He stated the following:
The owners or masters of all vessels which shall arrive in any part of our possessions with slaves imported for sale shall be liable to punishment, and we order such vessels to be burnt on the facts being established; any person concerned in landing slaves as aforesaid shall be punished. No person is permitted to traffic with such vessels, and whoever shall aid them, conceal their affairs, or land slaves in any place, shall be punished by us. 64 A complete suppression of the traffic however was really not an easy task to be achieved either by the British or the Government of Muscat or Zanzibar.
On 20th August 1872 the British Political Resident in the Gulf communicated with the Sultan of Muscat, SayyidTurki, to attract his attention to Her Majesty's Government's anxiety over the continuation of the slave traffic from the East African Coast by the Arabs of Oman. Pelly added that the Arabs of the Gulf were also, under the British scrutiny, and were fully encouraged by their local Governments to undertake more action against this matter. 65 The Resident reminded the Sultan of his country's previous obligations entered into by the ruling dynasty of Oman with the British Government for the purpose of ending the trade. He praised the Sultan's action and efforts over the issue and confirmed his approval of the Sultan's attention to these difficulties. The Sultan was persuaded to exercise more action, and was induced to prevent the import of slaves either to his sphere of influence or in transit through his dominions to any different part of the Gulf. similar case occurred in September 1872, when H.M.S. Vulture captured another Omani dhow carrying 169 slaves, mostly women and children. Accordingly the Sultan imprisoned the Nokhada of the Baghlah, which was destroyed by the Sultan's order. 70 The British authorities had borne the greater part of the burden of destroying illegal trade, on the coasts of both Africa and Arabia, since the early nineteenth century. Their activities had exercised a great influence on the local authorities to persuade them to be more involved in action against the traffic, and to induce them to conform with British wishes. The Sultan of Muscat SayyidTurki remained in active cooperation with all actions undertaken by the British on this matter, and SayyidTurki established a close understanding with the British by accepting their activities off his coasts with respect to any action against those involved in slavery.
The Sultan also agreed to prohibit the open markets of slaves in his dominions, and showed no objection to any action taken against his subjects who were involved in the traffic. For example, in October 1872 H. M. S.
Wolverine captured one of the Sultan's subjects accused of landing some slaves and selling them in the public market. Accordingly the Government of Bombay ordered the British Political Agent at Muscat to investigate the situation strictly. Sultan Turki showed no objection, and offered a necessary information, but the Agent found no confirmation regarding these allegations at the end of his investigation in February 1873. 71 However, the slave-trade generally remained a very ambiguous topic, and the smuggling of slaves was one of the important points in Sultan Turki's relations with British, who was looking for more successful cooperation with him to bring the matter to an outstanding conclusion.
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